This article addresses the relations of materialist and discursive analyses of men and masculinities. More specifically, it argues for a materialist-discursive, material/discursive or even a materialdiscursive approach to men and masculinities. In the first part, some of the intellectual and political influences on the development of this approach are outlined. These include elaborations on materialism towards discourse, elaborations on discourse towards materialism, and attempts to work across that boundary. This is followed by focusing on, first, the example of men and violence, second, the topic of men, and, third, men's and males' materialdiscursive bodies. The concluding section discusses the importance of situatedness of knowledge, and the possibility of working towards the abolition of the social category of 'men'.
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trans(national)patriarchies (Hearn, 2009) or in the complex impacts of the many, various and changing information and communication technologies (Hearn, 2006 (Hearn, , 2008a , that are likely to press more insistently in coming years. ICTs and their use in, say, the sex trade are a prefect example of the entangling of the material (bodies) and discursive (screens) to produce materialdiscursive phenomena.
The example of violence
In the early 1990s this elaboration on the materialdiscursive was strongly reinforced in doing empirical work on men's violence to women. What could be more simultaneously material and discursive than violence? The case of violence is very instructive in thinking and acting on materiality and discourse. Debates on the relation of the material and the discursive, and on the transcendence of the macro and the micro, and structure and agency, were especially important to me from the late 1980s as the context of detailed research on men who were and/or had been violent to women. This research was reported in the book The violences of men (Hearn, 1998).
Significant theoretical influences were feminist, especially radical, materialist and structuralist analyses of men's violence, along with poststructuralism or 'post-poststructuralism' (Johnson, 1987; Hearn, 2008a Hearn, , 2012c cf. Lykke, 2010) , in emphasizing materiality and bodily effectsespecially those of violence, violent acts and violent words. A crucial question was and is the relations of men's talk (present) and men's actions/violences/body (past). The focus was on violence, and stopping violence: it was practical research, though heavily theory-driven. Having said that, there are possible misuses of 'discourse' in addressing violence, in diverting attention from the bodily materiality of violence.
